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DAD: jk

Enclosure

John Hardaway

0-""."-Q O"q^/*,
Denise A. orago( Vqf .

prtfccl
I

Itlay 25, ]-982

Enclosed is a replacement Attachment fII.
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HAROLO P. FABIAN
r685 -r973

BEVERLY 5. CLENDENIN
t889-t971
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reo9-r974



TOSCO PMruT REVIEI^I

I M-3 (r) (il)

The rouge of che proposed MounEain F\reI pipeline should be suboiCCed to
Ehe Division wtren finalized.'

u-3 (2) (a)

Tosco should provide a narraEive on how Ehe nining of oil sbale will
affecC Ehe recoveiy of gilsoniEe whicn exisCs oo Ehe ProPerty.

!F3(r) (d)

2

3

{ M-ro

c rhe
plan:

Ttre Division requesEs EhaE a copy of the eaEeE qualicy data_ f91 tle saryle -g
froo-Ctre tD-per Bird''s I€sC Aquifer bi suboicted as soon as available (page rr, 

[;,Pernic Application).

4 M-3 (2)
t 

-

Itre applicant gave a wide l?nge as -the PerceoE cover for vegetation. the
aoolicant'Strould dose a specific-scandard ior revegetaEion success whictt
;fiilL G 

"tto""n 
and jusciiiea by data collecred on siEe. Will che enEire

area be reseeded in tfle sane nanner? There are Ehree differenE habitat types
in Che area. I{ill areas currently labeled nonvegeEaced be reclained?

d The soil for the $racer retention pond eobankmenE aod EhaE to be utilized
as fioor "liner" oaterial is identified as iroperreable. Flon r.rhere will this
material be obtained? [*raE are the characterisEics which reoder iL
inperueable? (page 56, Permit Application)

Ag 
The applicang should specify the velocity conErol unasures to be uEilized

on tne retenEion pond inlet areas.

Divisioo understands the folloring to be true for the drainage control

A 15 ac-fE capaciey mioe water reEenEion pond wiII be consErucEed and

Lp"."c"a for ttre cieatnenc of runoff froo- the coarse ore stockpile, shafE
cbnstrucCion muck drainage and an aEea norEheasE of ebe topsoil

"io"kpii". Itre pond sizE is based oo a maximum ground etacer flow of 560

,wtaZv with an ipproxi-rte six-day deEenEion capaciEy. - Tbsco will_grouE
[Fd"r'ruclr flow i3 possibte depending on Ehe success of sucb an effort.
t{aEer frm rtre pona iritt be evaporaE+_although Ehere wit!-be an energency
Ji"O.ig. spillway provided efiiah safely Passes Ehe peak flow of the
100-yeai evlnt. iftnough it is Co be useil as an evaporaEion pond
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initially, ac sosle poinE in Ehe fucure, Tosco may begin reinjecEion of uhe

$racer in ttre-ret"nrion ponci inEo Ehe Bird's llesE-Aquifer. A sediTe-?E ry$
will oe consciu"i"J-""a'operaEed-for all oEher disLurbed area runoff. If Ehe

cheoical crr"iaci".iscics 6f ctre coarse ore_runoff prove co be sinilar co

naEural r*i"""-il&s, then sucrr runoff rill be rouced through Ehe sedireoE
pond aod disdrarged. '

d Sore concerns of Ehe Division regarding che drainage coocrol plan r.rtrich should

be addressed, include:

If reinjectioo of wacer fron the retention pond is. planned, can Tosco

asaure 6"i-*t" quality is not degraded !t ttt. *V* 9t"tnage.aod coarse
or" .*of f prior'to rein5ecEion? -I&rat efiecC will the deEention Eine bave

oo ttre TSS quafity of waler to be teinjected?

6 l,t-3 (2) (c)

d lbe topsoil storage area should be benoed raEher than drained-througlt
, surface dicctres ingo Ehe sedirent pond co prevenE. excessive topsoil.loss. Tbe
6;i;;ili"tri"tr accr-nulaEes in rhe iedioenc-pond_should & aaaLyzed.to prove iE

does nog 
"av"is"fy 

aiiict EevegeEaEion-poteiEial Prior to nixing wich.the
Eoosoil stockpile. Otherwise, iE should Ue scored separaEelY, .a? it- is
f,!|il; f.;ffit opeiarionai areas and nay be cont"'ninated wiEtr oil and

;;il: 
-ii ir is-soconEaoinaced, lrow wilithe operacor dispose of it? PE7

7 M-3(1)(r)

It is unclear Eo Ehe reviewer as to Ehe coEal area to be disturbed within
the perniE area as Ehe acreage providgd,fo,r each facilicy nenEioned does noc

coral 39.r;;;;".- wiu 26 aEres be reclained oc 39? Soil rercval.is proposed

iro 15 ""r"".--aoateiiils 
balance wbich includes Ehe area co be disturbed,

voh-ue or soii .6u"a and volusre co be returned would clarify this situacioo.

g M-3 (r),G)

The applicant should spec.ify Ehe locaEion of Ehe ooniEoring -point
'Uonnstreii and ne"i *," niuCfr 6f lp.Cn Wash." Is it on Ncrth Wash or
I'lhite River?

on Ehe p 2{

I M-rq

a, The new Ewo nile access road will be consErucEed and maintained for fuEure

access to leases. l,ltty was soil removal ooE ProPosed for fhis road?
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b It is scated on page 5l of Ehe applicaEion EhaE most of tne 28,000 cubie
yards of soil Eo be sEored in a'2.1 acre area will come froo two cooplexes.
The applicairt staces in Seccioo 3.1 chac sooe CaC soil wiII be rercved. lloe
will lbsco decide on where and how mucb of Ehis soil will be removed? lrhaE
does an "exchangeable sodir.o contenErr clf 15 for the CaC inply? Is this ao
ESP, SAR or perEeocage of CEC analysis? Initial indicaciois- lead Ehe revieser
to believe this soil will be a hindeEance Eo Ehe establishnent of vegeEaEion
or concatinate ocher stored soils. Iioir will this tracerial be sEored?
Sinilarly, so@ remval of the BS cooplex is proposed along the drainage
channel. I{i1l the voh.re rercved be stored in Ehe 2.1 acre area? Is there
adequate storage r00tn in Ehe 2.1 ase area?

L llill topsoil be remved SusE prior Eo Pbase IV in Ehe coarse ore stockpile
axea? If so, hol will sEorage and revegeEation rnasures coincide with those
of Phase I in order Eo mioinize disturbance?

the applicant has cooitted Eo establishing vegetation on the topsoil
stockpile. Will tenporary rechods be euployed in the inEerin Eo prevenc
erosion?

Section 2.3.4 indicates the depth of che AkC and EkD cooplexes Eo be 20
and 12 indres, respectively. In Seccion 5.3.f, Ehe applicant staEes that the
depEb of soils to be savedrange between 2 and 12 inchLs. Please clarify.

u-3(2) (c)

Hon will grubbed vegetation be disposed of?

M-10 (6)

Have the wasEe rock and muck maEerials
assure safety in surface disposal?

been analyzed fox EoxiciEy Co

d

c-

l0

t/

t2 r,F]q{la)

4 lbe revegetatioo species list in the MR 2 Form and Table 5.3-1 are noE the
s€me. Please clarify Ehe discrepancies.

4 The applicant gave two differenc nulching rates, please clarify. Tbe
application of strEard often Eends Eo decrease Ehe niErogen levels in solls.
Has any efforE been direcEed coward compeosating such a loss? The
hydroseeding rate provided was 30 lbs acre. Is chis in Pure Live Seed (PI.S)?
the drilled raEe should be abouc one half of chis value,
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L Tosco suly hranE Eo propose EesE plo.ts on Ehe coarse ore stockpile or use
data froo thl Colorado- cesc plocs Eo show revegeEaEion potential.

ts M-3 (2) (f )

A specific Eimecabie for reclamacion has noL been included in tbe plan and,o
should be inclu<ied as a cfrecklisc againsc bond costs . f7 e1

tf M-ro(2) (c)

Tosco snould provide a couni@nE to che plugging of drill holes and final
reclanation of mniEor sEatioo areas.

t( u-:raz

In ttre MR 2 checklisC, Ehe applicanC states thaC tbe coarse ore will be

covered with suitable planE growEh naterial and^revegeEated Eo achieve oaxinnF
' scabiliEy (comenc 38)-. HowEver, in SecEion 5.2.\, no lDenEion is nade of

covering Ehe coarse ore priOr tO revegeEaEion. Please Clarify.

lb u-3(?)(c)

ApplicanC should furEher describe Ehe oeasures to be incurred on those
pads wfrere waste rock and muck are utilized Eo assure longterm stability of
the naEerial.


